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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-8, 15-26, 33-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over "Times Square Story II" (7/1/2000, hereinafter "Times Square") 
in view of "General Cinema and Kodak Bring Digital Imaging to the Theater 
Lobby" (3/9/1998, hereinafter "Kodak"). 

3. Regarding claims 1,19, and 37, applicant teaches a method entailing taking a 
picture of a person, inputting the picture into a system, superimposing the picture onto 
an advertisement, and displaying superimposed picture on a advertising display. Times 
Square teaches of a similar method whereby visitors use "Parting Shot", a digital 
postcard station, and have their picture taken. (Times Square, Page 8, fl 4) Their face 
is then "superimposed on the Nasdaq video sign on Times Square." (Id.) Times 
Square does not explicitly teach that the persons picture is superimposed onto an 
advertisement. Kodak's "fantasy theater" allow "moviegoers to put themselves, their 
families and friends into pictures that can include movie content either as a border or 
background." (Kodak, Page 2, fflj 2-3) Kodak therefore teaches of superimposing 
people onto an advertisement of a movie. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to superimpose a person onto an advertisement and display it on a video 
sign. One would have been motivated to do this because Times Square teaches of 
using the Kodak "Fantasy Theatre" system. One of the features of the system is 
superimposing people onto an advertisement picture. Kodak teaches that this is done 
as an "effective advertising tool." 

4. Regarding claim 2 and 20, applicant teaches of editing the picture to remove the 
background before superimposing. Times square does not explicitly teach of removing 
the background before superimposing. Kodak teaches that the people stand in front of 
a "green background screen" in order to have their picture superimposed onto a 
background of their selection. (Kodak, Page 2, U 2) OFFICIAL NOTICE is taken that 
the green screen technology is old and well known and is used in order to remove the 
background when superimposing images. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the invention, to use "green screen technology" to remove the background 
before superimposing the person onto the advertisement. One would have been 
motivated to do so in order to have a background of their own choosing. 

5. Regarding claims 3 and 21 , applicant teaches that the picture is taken in the 
vicinity of the advertising display. Times Square uses a kiosk for taking the photo. This 
kiosk is located in Times Square where the Nasdaq video sign is located. (Times 
Square, page 8) 
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6. Regarding claims 4, 5, 22, and 23, applicant teaches that the picture is 
superimposed in a predetermined position on the advertising picture or video 
advertisement. OFFICIAL NOTICE is taken that green screen technology includes 
superimposing the picture onto a specific predetermined position in the background. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the invention, to superimpose the person onto a predetermined position on the 
background advertisement. One would have been motivated to do this because they 
would want the superimposed picture to be visually appealing. 

7. Regarding claims 6 and 24, applicant teaches that the person can select from a 
library of advertisements. Kodak teaches of visitors being able to choose from "a 
number of backgrounds stored in computer memory." (Kodak, Page 2, U 3) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the invention, to allow the user to select from various backgrounds to 
superimpose their picture onto. One would have been motivated to do this in order to 
have more than one advertisement to entice visitors to use the system. 

8. Regarding claims 7 and 25, applicant teaches that the picture of the person is 
edited so as to only include the head. Times Square teaches that "their faces [are] 
superimposed on the" screen. (Times Square, Page 8, U 4) 

9. Regarding claims 8 and 26, applicant teaches that the superimposed picture is 
made available to the person. Times Square does not explicitly teach of making the 
superimposed picture available to the person. Kodak teaches that the pictures are 
made available to the person on "stickers" at the kiosk. (Kodak, Page 2, U 1) 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill, at the time of the 
invention, to provide a physical form of the superimposed picture for the person to take. 
One would have been motivated to do in order to increase the effect of the advertising 
by providing a physical copy of the superimposed picture. 

10. Regarding claims 15 and 33, applicant teaches of allowing the user to review the 
picture. Kodak teaches of showing the image on a monitor so that the user can preview 
the image. (Kodak, Page 2, 1) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the invention, to allow the user to review the picture prior to superimposing it. 
One would have been motivated to do this in order to allow the user a chance to ensure 
that the picture looks proper. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 16-18, 34-36, applicant teaches of storing multiple images of 
people to create a composite. A composite of photographs is a slideshow. Applicant 
further teaches that this is done according to a predetermined schedule. OFFICIAL 
NOTICE is taken that slideshows are common methods for displaying photographs. 
They are done according to a predetermined schedule in order to allow the person to 
see their picture after an event has occurred. Examiner gives the example of "Tower of 
Terror" at Universal Studies Florida whereby a picture is captured when the person is on 
the ride. Upon leaving the ride, a slideshow is displayed that shows the pictures of the 
person and other people who were on the ride in a predetermined schedule. It is done 
so that the person can see their picture as they are exiting the ride. Examiner notes 
that this has been done since the late '90's. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
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one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to create a composite of 
pictures and display them at a predetermined rate. One would have been motivated to 
do so because they would want the person at the kiosk to have time to get outside to 
view themselves on the video sign. 

12. Claims 9-14 and 27-32, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over "Times Square Story II" (7/1/2000, hereinafter "Times Square") 
in view of "General Cinema and Kodak Bring Digital Imaging to the Theater 
Lobby" (3/9/1998, hereinafter "Kodak") in view of Frey et al. (US 6,369,908 B1). 

13. Regarding claims 9, 10, 13, 14, 27, 28, 31, and 32, applicant teaches that the 
superimposed picture is available over the Internet and e-mail. Times Square teaches 
of a digital postcard station but does not explicitly teach of making the superimposed 
picture taken at the kiosk available over the Internet and e-mail. Frey et al. teaches of a 
photo kiosk that allows the user to take a photo, superimpose information onto the 
photo, and electronically receive the superimposed picture. (Abstract). Frey et al. 
teaches that the electronic receiving is done via the Internet and email. (Brief Summary 
of the Invention, Col 1, Lines 54-59). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the invention, to provide the person with the superimposed picture digitally over 
the Internet or e-mail. One would have been motivated to do this in order to have a 
digital copy of the superimposed picture. 
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14. Regarding claim 1 1 and 29, applicant teaches of obtaining and storing the users 
personal information. Frey et al. teaches of transmitting the superimposed picture via 
the Internet or email. It is inherent that this consists of obtaining the persons personal 
information (such as email address). 

1 5. Regarding claims 1 2 and 30, applicant teaches of taking a picture of the 
advertising display and providing the person with a copy. Times Square teaches of a 
digital postcard station consisting of a person "having their faces superimposed on the 
Nasdaq video sign on Times Square." (Times Square, Page 8, U 4) Times Square 
teaches that this is done so that people "get their picture on the largest video screen in 
Times Square." Therefore, the digital postcard is the person having their face on the 
Nasdaq screen. As stated in 9, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, at the time of the invention, to take a photograph of this digital postcard and 
provide it to the person. One would have been motivated to do in order to increase the 
effect of the advertising by providing a copy of the superimposed picture. 

16. Claims 12-14 and 30-32, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over "Times Square Story II" (7/1/2000, hereinafter "Times Square") 
in view of "General Cinema and Kodak Bring Digital Imaging to the Theater 
Lobby" (3/9/1998, hereinafter "Kodak") in view of Frey et al. (US 6,369,908 B1) in 
view of Brennan (US 5,587,740). 

1 7. Regarding claims 1 2 and 30, applicant teaches of taking a picture of the 
advertising display and providing the person with a copy. Times Square teaches of a 
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digital postcard station consisting of a person "having their faces superimposed on the 
Nasdaq video sign on Times Square." (Times Square, Page 8, 4) Brennan teaches 
of a digital photo kiosk whereby the kiosk will take photographs of people standing in 
front of interesting backgrounds. (Abstract). Brennan teaches that travelers take 
photos at scenic areas so that they have a "memory of the trip" as a photo of 
themselves at scenic locations. (Background of the Invention). It is well known that 
Times Square is a large tourist location. Tourists take photographs of the billboards, 
video displays, etc. as they are considered "scenic." Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to have a device to 
take a photograph of the person displayed on the Nasdaq screen in Times Square and 
provide them with a copy. One would have been motivated to do so in order to provide 
the person with a "memory of the trip". In particular, a memory of "their picture on the 
largest video screen in Times Square." (Times Square, Page 8, H 5). 
18. Regarding claims 13, 14, 31, and 32, applicant teaches that the superimposed 
picture is available over the Internet and e-mail. Times Square teaches of a digital 
postcard station but does not explicitly teach of making the superimposed picture taken 
at the kiosk available over the Internet and e-mail. Frey et al. teaches of a photo kiosk 
that allows the user to take a photo, superimpose information onto the photo, and 
electronically receive the superimposed picture. (Abstract). Frey et al. teaches that the 
electronic receiving is done via the Internet and email. (Brief Summary of the Invention, 
Col 1, Lines 54-59). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Palani P. Rathinasamy whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-5906. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5p. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eric Stamber can be reached on (571) 272-6724. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system .fall 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




